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October 14, 2003 

Chvman Michael IC Pond1 
Federd Communicahons Commirslon 
415 12th Street, NIV 
\Varhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am smmg to voice my opponlhon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technolog for &@tal 
telension. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a poltcyvould be bad for mnouabon, conTurner 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of Dn'. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in rnviufachlrerj' a b d q  to mnovate for 
their customers. Allo\vng mone s r d i o s  to veto feamre; of DTTT-recephon equipment wll enable the stu&os to 
tell technoloptr what n e v  products they can create. T h ~ s  ndl result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actuallywmt, and it could result in me bmng charged more money for mfenor 
funchondlty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I vould actually be less likely to make an mvesbnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I udl not pay more for devices that llmlt my nghtr at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technolog for &gtd telewlon. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Jayson T'inrsimo 
5217 E. Wagoner Rd. 
Scottsdde, A 2  85254 
U S 4  



Page 1 Of 1 1 46 09 A M ,  10/15/03 5413023099 - 

October 15. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 
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Churman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broidcart flag" technology for dgrtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto fsatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment, I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Young 
3865 S Village Dr 
New Palestine, IN 46163 
USA 
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_ _  
October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for & g d  
television. As a consumer and c~tizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studor to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Masen Yaffee 
29 Parker Way 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 
USA 

445 12th Street, NW 
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October 14, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of ''broadcast flat technology for digrtnl 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive markrt for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios 'to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcart flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for digitd television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Drozdick 
113 Gazelle Court 
San Antonio, TX 78259 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Hich-el K Powell 
Federal Conmunicatixrs Conmission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for diyital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technoloyy for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Jason Young 
1609 Westlake Dr 
Plano. TX 7 5 0 7 5  
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Marko Antonio Julio Espinoza Cangahuala 
Fergusonstraat 98 
Oran j estad, FRGSTR98 
Aruba 
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Chalrmsn Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adopclon of DTV 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could regult In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely 10 make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollyweod. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely. 

GlOVANNl ANTONIO. LO NERO 
VIA BARACCA 1 
CERDA, 90010 
Italy 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Matthew Hannan 
10700 Mt Antero Way 
Parker, CO 80138 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flay technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Shauna Lifer 
411 Garibaldi Avenue 
Roseto, PA 18013 
USA 
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_ _  
October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mkhael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competlttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowing rnovle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlees that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest or Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jon Houck 
308 Mornlngslde Dr. SE 
Apt. 204 
Aibuquerque, NM 87108 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Choirman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag' technology for digtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market fOK consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studor to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Lifer 
411 Garibaldi Avenue 
Roseto, PA 18013 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and CltlZen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll re9ult In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate,.l would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable reCer/erS 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Ross Prlmrooe 
3537 Days Ln 
Catlett, VA 20119 
USA 
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_ _  
October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
whet new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly rdlect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate,'l would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Shcerely, 

Joseph McMahon 
130 Forests Edge Place 
Laurel, MD 20724 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglml televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devhes that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

John Homer 
482 N Pln Oak PI 
Apt 302 
Lonowood. FL 32779 
u s i  
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such B pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the utlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsto 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable reCelverS 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Martln Paulsen 
2 Plnetree Terrace 
South Burllngton, VT 05403 
USA 
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Chairman Michiel IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d~gital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rootad in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers, Allowing movie stu&or to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necersadly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment, I will not pay more for deices thst limit my right5 at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Manr Rivera 
104-66 126th Street 
South ILchmond Hill, NY 11419 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flaq technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Greg Lincoln 
2225 Nursery Rd X29-203 
Clearwater, FL 33764 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacmrers' ability to innovate for 
their Customers. Allowing movie stuhos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessirily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

T. E. Smiley 
1129 Moore St  
Philadelphia, PA 19148 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchacl K. Powell 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer e!ectronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customero. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that h i t  my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal telwlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Edward Nushardt 
1932 Old Dover Road 
Clarkwllle, TN 37042 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customecs. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and it could result in me being charged moce money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would achally be less likely to make an investment in D'A-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyurood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Sherman Buck 
2532 Humboldt Street 
Bellingham, WA 98225 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicetims Commission 
P45 12th Sheef NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrihg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandeted sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. AB B consumer 
and citizen, 1 feel saangly that such s policy would be bad for innovstion, consumer rights, and the ultimste adoption of DW. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mumt be rooted in mmufmturers' sbility to innovate for their cuntomers. dowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the studios to tell technologistw whet new products they can 
ore& This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me s c t u d y  want. and it could result in me being 
ohnrged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcsst flag mandate, I would s c t u d y  be less k e l y  to m&e an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e  

Sincerely, 

Andress Welch 
593 I Dillingham Ave 
Shreveport, LA 7 I106 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon, As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could re9uIt In me belng charged more money for Inferior Tuncnonallty 

If the FCC l w e s  a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devices that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Jeremy Polter 
8 Tompklns St. 
Klngston, NY 12401 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
4-45 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am wrltlng to VOlce my opposltlon to any FCCrnandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlsion. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlil result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could rewlt In me belng charged more money Tor lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devices that hi? my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlsion. Thank you for your the .  

Slncerely, 

Jonathon Mer2 
IlOOW. Wells St. Apt. 1002 
Mllwsukee, WI 53233 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streec NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opporihon to p"y FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d@al 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such I policy would be bid for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Graham Lathrop 
2105 Noah Oak Canyon Rd. 
Austin, TX 78745 
USA 


